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(1)

BARRIERS TO MINORITY
ENTREPRENEURSHIP

TUESDAY, MARCH 23, 1999

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON EMPOWERMENT,

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS,
Washington, DC.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:00 a.m., in
room 2360, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Joseph Pitts
[chairman of the Subcommittee] presiding.

Chairman PITTS. Ladies and gentlemen, the time of 10 o’clock
having arrived, we will call this hearing to order.

This is a hearing of the Empowerment Subcommittee of the
Small Business Committee.

Thank you for joining us, myself, the other members and the dis-
tinguished ranking member, Ms. Millender-McDonald, today to dis-
cuss the important issue of barriers to minority entrepreneurship.

This hearing represents the first meeting of the 106th Congress
of the Empowerment Subcommittee, and I look forward to hearing
from a wide range of speakers from the grassroots level to the aca-
demia, who will focus this panel on the ills that plague so many
of this Nation’s low-income communities.

Additionally, during this Congress, members of this Sub-
committee will be able to hear from practitioners at the community
level who are performing modern-day miracles by turning around
neighborhoods that many in our society had written off as dead.

During the 104th Congress, the Subcommittee on regulation and
paperwork held a similar hearing that discussed the impact of Fed-
eral regulation on minority entrepreneurship. Because small busi-
nesses are owned by and employ a large percentage of minorities,
Federal regulations and taxes are said to fall disproportionally on
minorities as well.

During the 1995 hearing, the witnesses emphasized the great im-
portance of small business to the American economy and the many
opportunities that small business provides for minorities, not only
in ownership, but also in the many jobs that are created. The panel
stressed that government programs, such as welfare and minority
setasides, are solutions for the symptoms of poverty among minori-
ties, but do not go to the root of the problem.

There is a lack of economic opportunities provided to minorities
because small businesses are stifled with high taxes and oppressive
regulation. Dr. Stewart Butler, of the Heritage Foundation, testi-
fied before the Small Business Committee two years ago and said,
‘‘It is the plethora of local taxes and red tape that frustrate owners
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and drive up the cost of opening and continuing a business for
small financially-strapped firms. These local obstacles can be busi-
ness killers.’’

That is why it is necessary to encourage local authorities to
streamline zoning, building codes, and other regulations and per-
mits that can be enormous obstacles to a small firm. Business de-
velopment is key in order for a community to renew itself and it
is an important component of any serious discussion regarding the
revitalization of some of America’s most economically-distressed
areas.

Minority groups represent 26.1 percent of the population, but
own only 11.6 percent of the Nation’s businesses. Although minor-
ity-owned businesses have grown explosively over the past 10
years, minority entrepreneurs are significantly more likely to be
denied bank credit, and when successful, receive smaller loans rel-
ative to comparable non-minority businesses. Many potential mi-
nority businesses never get off the ground, because they are unable
to assemble the needed financial capital. This lack of access is es-
pecially troublesome in light of the fact that minority firms are
more likely to employ minority workers and, thus, provide them
with an entry point into the labor market.

Today’s panel consists of a fine cross-section of people who are
working to cultivate minority entrepreneurs and help minority-
owned business enterprises flourish. Dr. Stella Horton, the Director
of Entrepreneurship Education for EDTEC, will discuss her com-
pany’s movement to teach entrepreneurship education to minority
youth. Yvonne Simpson, Vice President of the Greenville Chamber
of Commerce, is here to discuss the chamber’s efforts in increasing
participation of minority-owned companies in the construction of
major projects in South Carolina. Sheila Brooks, President and
CEO of SRB Productions, Inc., will testify about her work in the
media and communications consulting arena. William Mellor, the
President and General Counsel of the Institute for Justice, will dis-
cuss his organization’s battles to remove arbitrary barriers to en-
terprise. And, finally, Hector Ricketts, President of Queens Van
Plan, will testify about his fight with the New York City Council
to provide van service to low-income communities in New York.

I look forward to the enlightening testimony of our panel, and I
will now like to turn to the distinguished ranking member, Ms.
Millender-McDonald, for any opening statement that she would
like to make.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Thank you so much, Mr. Chairman,
and good morning to all of you.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening this very important
hearing today, a hearing that will address the impediments and
the barriers to small minority business owners.

I am very pleased to be participating with you today, and this
is my first meeting, I suppose, as a ranking member. So I certainly
look forward to many meetings of this sort.

However, Mr. Chairman, I must express my concern regarding
the inadequate amount of time provided to the minority side to se-
cure witnesses and the disproportionate ratio of witnesses for each
side. In the future, I hope, Mr. Chairman, that we will be able to
work together, especially coming out of Hershey this weekend and
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talk about some of these things in preparing for our Subcommittee
hearings.

I represent a part of the Los Angeles area that has thrived from
numerous small business development opportunities, as well as
other parts that are in dire need of some assistance. As you all
know, the creation of successful small businesses in one neighbor-
hood can completely transform a community and raise the living
standards of many more individuals than just the business owners.
It is of this critical importance that we recognize the vast positive
ramifications for helping to launch new businesses in such commu-
nities.

Between 1987 and 1992, the number of minority-owned busi-
nesses grew by 62 percent. During the same period, minority-
owned businesses with paid employees accounted for 16 percent of
the total number of firms and 79 percent of gross receipts. Today,
there are more than 2 million minority-owned businesses in the
United States. These businesses have become a vital part of our
growing economy. However, they continue to compete on a playing
field that is not level.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, African-American-owned
businesses grew from 424,000 in 1987 to 621,000 in 1992. But the
average African-American-owned firm generated receipts of just
under $52,000, considerably less than the $192,000 in sales gen-
erated by the average firm in the national economy. Hispanic-
owned firms also grew significantly between 1987 and 1992. And
although their average sales are higher then that of the African-
American counterparts, these sales are still well below the national
average. In 1987, there were 422,373 Hispanic-owned businesses,
and in 1992, the number grew to 771,706 businesses. Despite this
growth, however, the average receipts for Hispanic-owned busi-
nesses was $94,000.

In 1992, California had the largest number of firms, at 541,414,
and receipts of $61.8 million, of all the States, accounting for 28
percent of all minority-owned firms and 31 percent of their re-
ceipts. In Los Angeles and Long Beach metropolitan areas, they
had 230,025 firms and $27.9 million in receipts in 1992, making it
the metropolitan area with the largest number of minority-owned
businesses.

As our witnesses will discuss, two of the biggest factors impeding
this growth in sales and delaying the expansion of minority-owned
businesses include obtaining access to capital and abiding by com-
plex regulations. I agree these can serve as insurmountable obsta-
cles for many small business owners and not just minority-owned
business firms alone. But I am deeply concerned about other
issues, including gaining entry into the Federal procurement mar-
ket. That is why I will be introducing legislation to empower mi-
nority businesses in obtaining Federal contracts.

The real issue I want to address through this legislation, and
throughout this Congress, is to find ways to find minority busi-
nesses spring from the edge of the business enterprise sphere into
its core. The lack of real access to this core of boundless opportuni-
ties is what continues to tarnish and diminish the possibilities
available to small businesses owners today.
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I look forward to hearing from our witnesses today, Mr. Chair-
man, about the struggles they have endured and the successes they
have achieved, despite the barriers facing the minority-owned and
minority-women-owned businesses. I am particularly interested in
hearing your recommendations on how to evolve our current Fed-
eral programs into a more equitable system that helps all small
business owners.

I thank you Mr. Chairman.
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the gentlelady.
Would any of the other members like to make opening state-

ments?
You want to wait until the next witness, the gentleman from

New Mexico?
If not, at this time we will call on our first witness, Dr. Stella

Horton, Director of Youth Entrepreneurship, EDTEC. Welcome.

STATEMENT OF STELLA HORTON, DIRECTOR OF
ENTREPRENEURSHIP, EDTEC, CAMDEN, NJ

Dr. HORTON. Good morning, Mr. Pitts, and also to the other
members of the Committee, and I thank you for providing us with
the opportunity to speak before you this morning.

As stated, I am Dr. Stella Horton and I am the Director of Entre-
preneurship Education at EDTEC. We are a minority-owned firm,
located in Camden, New Jersey, and we also have offices here in
the District.

We, and I want to be clear, I am presenting the testimony this
morning for the owners, Mr. George Waters and Mr. Aaron Bocage,
who are in fact the founders of EDTEC. And we are pioneers in the
movement relative to entrepreneurship education, specifically as it
relates to bringing entrepreneurship to minority youth.

We consider this topic today probably one of the most important
discussions that could be taking place in this Nation. There is no
greater challenge than the challenge to remove the obstacles that
are in fact preventing any American from participating in the free
enterprise system. Since 1985, we are proud to say that we have
fought to remove many of these barriers and obstacles because we
see a lack of entrepreneurship education in the current American
education system.

And, Mr. Chairman, your opening words regarding entrepreneur-
ship being a kind of modern-day miracle certainly is indicative of
what EDTEC has been doing throughout the years, not only on a
local level, but also on a national level. And we have received na-
tional recognition as a provider of innovative training as well as in-
novative education and economic development. So we feel we are
quite qualified to discuss, as well as present testimony before you
today, because we have traveled the country for the past 14 years
teaching others how to develop entrepreneurial programs, specifi-
cally, for minority youth.

At the very core of our philosophy is a belief that youth, if given
the proper training and opportunities, those youth can in fact be
contributors to the economic development in cities and towns
across this country. We also believe that in order to help youth and
others to fully participate in this free enterprise system, there
needs to be an organized, systematic way for teaching entrepre-
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neurship. Because we can talk about the number of businesses that
currently exist, but no one is in fact teaching youth to become en-
trepreneurs where will they fit. We also know that the teaching of
entrepreneurship must have basically three components. One,
youth must be able to understand it; secondly, there must be a
practical approach; and there has to be an inexpensive methodology
of delivering entrepreneurship education.

Years ago, our solution to this problem was to develop a youth-
oriented curriculum to teach young people how to start and man-
age small businesses. And we call our curriculum the new youth
entrepreneur. This curriculum was developed in partnership with
the Ewing Marion Kauffman Foundation. We are very proud and
honored to have been selected by the foundation from numerous or-
ganizations that had developed similar kinds of curriculum mate-
rial. Dr. Marilyn Kourilsky, who is vice president at the Founda-
tion, testified before your Committee, I think, last year. So the
foundation, being one of the experts recognized in the field, again,
choose the curriculum that was written by EDTEC to endorse.

The goal of our new youth entrepreneurial curriculum is very
basic, and we offer it in English as well as in Spanish. Primarily
we want to provide youth the opportunity to learn about entrepre-
neurship through classroom as well as practical experiences. We
also teach youth, through our curriculum, the very basic skills that
are required to be entrepreneurs, and we help youth understand
the relationship between entrepreneurship and core curriculum
standards or academic subjects in the world of entrepreneurship.

We feel that we must prepare minority youth for the world of en-
trepreneurship, and we believe that the greatest obstacle and bar-
rier to the minority enterprise and business development is edu-
cation. We support the idea that youth must be exposed to entre-
preneurship at all levels, not only in the educational arena, but
also in the community. For many minority youth, the opportunity
does not exist because entrepreneurship is not discussed at their
breakfast table, if they are fortunate enough to be sitting at a
breakfast table. The free enterprise system is often viewed by them
and seen in underground illicit drug trade and prostitution. We,
though, expect them to be ready to understand and take advantage
of government-sponsored business opportunity programs when they
reach adulthood, when they in fact have not even been exposed to
the concept.

Ladies and gentlemen, learning about entrepreneurship for the
first time as an adult is too late. Unfortunately, for many of these
young people, the train has already left the station. If they had
been exposed with a practical application component, several
things would have happened. As I wrap-up, I will list them.

First of all, they will have learned about setting goals. They will
have been able to have had their creative energies tapped and they
will have begun to think logically and sequentially. They will have
been able to explore entrepreneurship as a free option. They would
have learned the importance of academic preparation in the context
of entrepreneurship, and they will have experienced a sense of em-
powerment.

So, finally, I would like to offer this Committee a couple of rec-
ommendations. One, write and promote the legislation for manda-
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tory entrepreneurship training. Secondly, encourage and support
schools in your district to identify entrepreneurship curriculum ma-
terials. Three, work with local chambers of commerce and other
business groups to develop outreach programs to minority youth in
the community. And, finally, give young minority entrepreneurs
the opportunity to get direct experience in a particular industry.

In the interest of time, the natural forces of the American free
enterprise system will take care of the rest. As educators and legis-
lators, our job is to get as many youth as possible to experience the
starting of a small enterprise.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
[Dr. Horton’s statement may be found in the appendix.]
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the lady.
We will proceed with all of the witnesses before going to ques-

tioning.
I would like to explain, I am sorry I did not explain at the begin-

ning, the series of lights that you will see before you are a time
limit for the witnesses and the members. The green light will go
on for four minutes, and then the yellow light will indicate you
have one minute left. Then when you see the red light, if you could
begin to wrap up, and we will appreciate that to keep everybody
on time.

At this time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from South
Carolina, who would like to make a statement before the next wit-
ness.

Mr. DEMINT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I particularly want
to thank you for holding this hearing today. It is a crucial issue for
everyone in business in our country. And I am very pleased that
this is the first subject that we are considering on the Sub-
committee.

I would also like to thank all of the witnesses who have agreed
to discuss the barriers to minority entrepreneurship with us today,
and we appreciate and value your insight, your experience, every-
thing you bring to us today.

In particular, I want to thank Yvonne Simpson, who is Vice
President of Small Business Services for the Greenville Chamber of
Commerce in my home town, and with whom I have had the privi-
lege of working, through the chamber, for many, many years, even
back to when I started my own business, Yvonne. She has had tre-
mendous impact in the small business community in our area and
she is known around the State and the region for her expertise.
She has especially worked very hard on minority business develop-
ment in the upstate of South Carolina, and I know that her experi-
ence and insight will be invaluable to this hearing. I am grateful,
Yvonne, for you agreeing to be here today.

We all know, and we have talked about, that small business is
the engine of our economy. In the past 25 years, two-thirds of the
new jobs that have been created, have been created by small busi-
ness. And I believe that this is largely attributable to the fact that
the spirit of small business, the entrepreneurial spirit, is really the
original spirit of America.

As a small businessman myself, and a entrepreneur, I have expe-
rienced the joys and the trials of starting a new business. While
I have been blessed with some success, I certainly empathize with
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some of the barriers that all of us experience when starting a new
business, barriers which anyone faces who is starting a new busi-
ness. These include long hours of paperwork, burdensome regula-
tions, a confusing tax code, access to capital, and complying with
various Federal, State, and local requirements.

I remember my first experience opening a business was a late no-
tice for a business license that I didn’t know I had to get, and then
a penalty for not filing my first quarterly Federal tax return, which
I didn’t know I had to do either. So it was a hard way to learn.

I look forward to this hearing on the barriers, which face all of
us, which I said, especially minorities, because we know that one
of the best ways to improve anyone’s situation is not only a job, but
a business and a career. We need to know what works and what
doesn’t. And we need to know what is the appropriate role of the
Federal Government in stimulating more small business startups
by minorities.

So I am particularly glad, again, for all of you to be here. I want
to introduce Yvonne, as not only someone who has worked with the
chamber, but at various points has actually been the interim presi-
dent of the chamber when he needed her. Thank you, Yvonne, and
I look forward to your comments.

Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and the wit-
ness may now proceed.

Welcome.

STATEMENT OF YVONNE SIMPSON, VICE PRESIDENT, SMALL
BUSINESS SERVICES, GREENVILLE (SC) CHAMBER OF COM-
MERCE

Ms. SIMPSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Con-
gressman DeMint.

Mr. Chairman and members of this Committee, good morning.
I am certainly happy to be here, and I welcome the opportunity

to be with you this morning to make remarks to this House Com-
mittee on Small Business and the Subcommittee on Empowerment.
I do hope that my comments this morning will offer you greater in-
sight into the issues and challenges facing minority businesses as
they try to develop or expand their businesses.

As a part of my testimony today, I could not begin unless you
will allow me the opportunity to give a glimpse of Greenville Coun-
ty and the upstate region of South Carolina, a place, to quote our
current chairman of the board, ‘‘located at the foot of the Blue
Ridge Mountains, the lovely scenic Piedmont region where the
lakes are crystal clear, where the orange sun sits at the bosom of
the Blue Ridge Mountains, and where the temperature is always
72 degrees!’’ I am not quite sure about the last part—[laughter]—
but I think that, Mr. Chairman, you and the members of the Com-
mittee can easily see why Congressman DeMint and I proudly call
upstate South Carolina our home.

The upstate is also the business belt of the entire area. We are
situated along the interstate 85 corridor, between Charlotte, NC
and Atlanta, GA. This area is well recognized as the premier leader
in economic development and growth, as evidenced by an array of
national and international firms, such as Michelin, BMW, and GE,
that have chosen the upstate as their home, and is also evidenced

VerDate 12-OCT-99 14:49 Oct 25, 1999 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 6601 Sfmt 6602 E:\HEARINGS\57922P1.XXX txed02 PsN: txed02



8

by the distinction of enjoying a tremendous rate of growth of small
businesses in this region.

Now let me give you a snapshot of minority business develop-
ment in our area. As you know, minority businesses play a pivotal
role in the growth and vitality of any community. In the upstate,
minority businesses provide jobs, they support countless worth-
while projects, and they add to the tax base. Furthermore, many
minority business owners and managers serve as role models for
today’s youth and, of course, tomorrow’s upstate leaders.

Minority businesses recognize and understand that economic op-
portunity and the spirit of capitalism are the foundations upon
which this country has been built, and they realize and understand
that economic opportunity can, indeed, become a reality, provided
they have the chance to compete openly and fairly in the market-
place. So please allow my remarks to give you a statistical view of
minority business development, a view that will serve as a spring-
board for my observations and my recommendation.

Some time ago, the U.S. Department of Commerce made avail-
able a survey of minority-owned business enterprises as a part of
its overall economic census update. While the survey covered busi-
nesses owned by African-Americans, Hispanics, Asian and Pacific
Islanders, and American Indians, we currently only have compara-
tive data in our area for Black-owned businesses in the upstate. We
do know, however, that over the past several years the upstate has
experienced the tremendous growth in Hispanic and Asian resi-
dents and a corresponding rapid rise in the number of businesses.
In fact, several weeks ago, our chamber of commerce recently initi-
ated a new program for Hispanic-owned businesses, as a result of
the growth that we have seen. Therefore, we see nothing short of
the continuation of the rising trend in business growth among all
ethnic groups.

According to the Census Bureau report, in the five-year period in
upstate South Carolina, the number of Black-owned businesses in-
creased by almost 98 percent—by almost 98 percent. In fact, the
growth rate in the upstate more than doubled the statewide and
the national rates. In the same report, however, the sales and re-
ceipts of Black-owned businesses increased by only 30 percent. And
perhaps the statistic of most concern to us is this: Average growth
receipts of Black-owned firms totaled $38,000. That is well below
the national average; that is well below the average of all small
businesses. Please understand this—that $38,000, out of this, mi-
nority businesses must also pay rent, utilities, taxes. and other ex-
penses.

So I submit to you, Mr. Chairman, what we are talking about,
instead of the working poor, we are talking about the business
poor. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I believe that these statistics
are a microcosm of the state of minority businesses in this country.
I also contend that of all the areas of the country with a potential
and a willingness to really tackle this issue, it is, indeed, the up-
state region of South Carolina and we are doing that.

Let me briefly outline my thoughts regarding this whole issue of
empowerment. With all due respect to you, Mr. Chairman and
members of this body, the public sector—the government—is nei-
ther the sole player nor the major entity that can bring about eco-
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nomic parity for minority-owned businesses. Please also under-
stand, however, that as long as there are average receipts of
$38,000 per company, small business programs, such as SBA 8(a)
programs and others, continue to be necessary.

However, this government, this Committee cannot approach this
issue alone. Your mission can best be filled by providing the leader-
ship and incentives at the national level to make things happen at
the local level. Incentives must be provided so that the business
leadership, nationally and locally, continually challenges ‘‘status
quo’’ purchasing notions and explores new ways to work with new
minority vendors. I suggest that this Committee explore the offer-
ing of tax credit to companies that purchase from minority vendors.
This single incentive will at least provide Federal contractors the
added emphasis to give concerted attention to its purchasing deci-
sions and to how these decisions can positively or adversely affect
local minority-owned businesses. We should no longer be satisfied
with conducting business as usual.

Let me cite an example. In Greenville County, in the upstate re-
gion of South Carolina, three major construction projects were built
primarily with private funds. They are our Regional Center for the
Performing Arts, the BMW manufacturing facility, and our regional
sports entertainment complex. In each of these projects, local busi-
ness leaders made a concerted effort and made the commitment to
ensure that the field was leveled to allow participation by minority-
owned firms. Furthermore, in some instances, language was placed
in the bid specifications to provide incentives to bidders to use mi-
nority contractors. Innovative approaches were used, from the cre-
ation of a minority participation task force to locate viable sub-
contractors and vendors, to providing support for the purchasing
for materials and supplies, to the development of strategic alliances
between majority-owned firms and minority companies.

Are we proud of these successes? Yes. Are there other opportuni-
ties for using this approach? Yes. However, the leveraging of dol-
lars to achieve this $25 million that went to minority-owned busi-
nesses is a good start. A lot needs to be done.

Mr. Chairman, members of this Committee, I call upon you to
provide the leadership at the national level to ensure a more level
playing field at the local level. Through tax incentives, these Fed-
eral contracts can, indeed, make a difference on the bottom line of
many minority businesses.

Again, thank you for this opportunity and thank you for your
concern and interest in this matter.

[Ms. Simpson’s statement may be found in the appendix.]
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the lady coming all the way

from South Carolina to present her experience, her expertise, and
we will proceed with the witnesses before the questioning, but I am
sure there will be some questions of the witness.

At this time I would like to call on Sheila Brooks, President,
CEO of SRB Production, Inc., Washington, DC for her testimony.

Welcome, Ms. Brooks.

STATEMENT OF SHEILA BROOKS, PRESIDENT AND CEO, SRB
PRODUCTIONS, INC., WASHINGTON, DC

Ms. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Good morning, Mr. Chairman, members of the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Small Business, Subcommittee on Em-
powerment, Ranking Minority Member Congresswoman Millender-
McDonald, and those others that are here.

I am Sheila Brooks, President and CEO of SRB Productions. We
are nearly a 9-year-old, full service television and video production
firm and post-production facility in downtown Washington, D.C.
We produce VNRs, PSAs, video teleconferences, and programming
for the television networks. We produce those videos and programs
for Federal Government agencies, as well as national non-profits
and Fortune 500 companies.

You should also know that I am a staunch advocate of women-
owned businesses. As a national board member of the National As-
sociation of Women Business Owners, NAWBO, and the immediate
past president of the NAWBO Capital Area Chapter, it is an impor-
tant part of my work to tirelessly champion minority and women
entrepreneurs on how they can procure more business opportuni-
ties, particularly contracting opportunities in the Federal Govern-
ment, and how to lobby small business issues.

The purpose of my testimony today to is address some specific
obstacles facing minority entrepreneurs, particularly women busi-
ness owners of color, and offer you some recommendations.

As you know, women business enterprises are a very important
and vital segment of the small business community. What we know
is that, according to the National Foundation for Women Business
Owners, there are nearly 8 million women-owned businesses in the
United States and they generate $3.1 trillion in sales. Now that is
an increase from the $2.3 trillion that was just released a year ago.
What we do know is that women-owned businesses employ one out
of every four company workers, a total of 18.5 million employees.

And while all of this is good news, women still face intolerable
obstacles, including access to capital, credit worthiness, and in-
creased procurement opportunities both in the Federal sector and
corporate America. For too long, women-owned businesses have not
received their fair share of Federal contracts.

Most women entrepreneurs of color still have trouble maintain-
ing business profitability, managing cashflow, maintaining growth,
and keeping qualified employees. And the single area where women
of color are still significantly different from Caucasian women is ac-
cess to capital. Women business owners of color are more likely to
face greater barriers in accessing capital. Specifically, minority
women entrepreneurs are less likely to have bank credit. Black and
Native American women business owners are more likely to have
been turned down for a loan when first starting their businesses.

Now what can you do? Let me recommend the following: Speed
up the award process for Federal contracts on bids between
$25,000 and $100,000 and include at least one woman-owned firm
and one minority-owned firm in the bidding process. And most im-
portantly, implement the ‘‘Master Plan.’’ And I have a copy of that
here and I will leave copies. Let me explain.

Last week, Aida Alvarez, Administrator of the U.S. Small Busi-
ness Administration, commended a new comprehensive plan aimed
at accelerating the growth of women-owned businesses. The Master
Plan, as it is called, was formally presented to the President and
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the United States Congress last week. It was developed by a di-
verse group of business, government, and academic leaders from
across the country, a result of the 1998 Women’s Economic Sum-
mit, where more than 550 leaders from women’s business commu-
nities across the country collaborated on four key initiatives: fi-
nancing business growth, marketing opportunities, training, leader-
ship and advocacy.

Four important actions can make a difference now, according to
the Master Plan. Launch a national women’s loan fund, one, to
lend to women’s businesses and fund training programs that tie to-
gether learning and lending; two, compile a guide of the practices
and government agencies that have worked to increase women’s
market share; three, form a network of women State legislators
who are, or have been, women business owners to amplify their
voice in economic policymaking, and four, conduct research to find
out what States are doing to invest in women’s business growth.

Building an alliance with leaders in the women’s business com-
munity, particularly among women of color, will help build a
healthy economy and stronger communities for all Americans and
for our children to come. Doing business with women, doing busi-
ness with women of color, is the right thing to do. Let’s not just
pay continued lip service to outstanding reports like the Master
Plan; let’s be part of putting that plan into action.

Thank you.
[Ms. Brooks’ statement may be found in the appendix.]
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the lady for her excellent tes-

timony.
We will now turn to Mr. Chip Mellor, President and General

Counsel, Institute for Justice, Washington, DC. Welcome, Chip.
You may proceed.

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM MELLOR, PRESIDENT AND GENERAL
COUNSEL, INSTITUTE FOR JUSTICE, WASHINGTON, DC

Mr. MELLOR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the
Subcommittee.

I am William Mellor, President and General Counsel for the In-
stitute for Justice. The Institute for Justice is a nonprofit, public
interest law firm that represents entry-level entrepreneurs across
the Nation in lawsuits that seek to remove arbitrary barriers to
honest enterprise. In the course of my work, I have seen firsthand
the energies and enormous potential for entrepreneurship in the
innercities of America. I commend and thank this Subcommittee
for the opportunity to be here today and for the effort you are mak-
ing in showcasing and addressing this vital issue.

The fight for economic liberty is being waged across America in
cities large and small. Occupations like taxi driving, cosmetology,
childcare, commuter vans, hauling, and home-based business pro-
vide the context. But at its heart, this struggle is about real people
trying to lead productive lives and follow in the tradition of upward
mobility pioneered by previous generations. They embody the spirit
of America and serve as a beacon to our future. They deserve noth-
ing less than our full support and ask for nothing more than a
chance to succeed on their own. And make no mistake about it,
when given that chance, they will succeed.
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However, every day, hundreds of thousands of Americans engage
in the most massive expression of civil disobedience this country
has ever seen. They face arrest, fines, and even imprisonment as
a result of their actions. You won’t find them on picket lines. You
won’t find them being hauled away in paddy wagons after raucous
demonstrations. Instead, you will find that, through countless ac-
tivities and with tireless energy, they all seek the same goal. And
that is to earn an honest living for themselves and their families.
But, tragically, they do so under laws and regulations of this Na-
tion that make them outlaws.

These hardworking men and women can be treated as pariahs
under the law of this land because of the total evisceration of con-
stitutional and legal protection for economic liberty. Smothering
economic liberty are countless laws and regulations, often in the
forms of licenses and permits that arbitrarily foreclose and unrea-
sonably condition entry into markets ideally suited to people of
modest means. At least 10 percent of all occupations in this coun-
try require some form of license or permit from the government.
Most of these laws and regulations are created at the State and
local level. And far too often they have little, if any, relation to le-
gitimate public health and safety concerns.

Under the laws interpreted by the Supreme Court today, there
is a presumption in favor of government when it comes to economic
regulation. This Congress should take the lead in restoring what
our Founding Fathers envisioned in the Constitution, and that is
the presumption in favor of liberty. The burden must be placed
squarely on government to demonstrate a close and reasonable fit
between any legitimate public health and safety goal and the regu-
latory means that government employs to achieve that goal. The
ends cannot justify the means.

In the aftermath of welfare reform, job creation is an overriding
national priority. In innercities across America, a wellspring of en-
trepreneurship exists, waiting to be tapped. Once released from the
shackles of senseless laws, indigenous community-based enterprise
and employment will play a vital role in rejuvenating blighted
neighborhoods. And individuals will be empowered with greater
control of their own destinies as free and responsible members of
society.

Thank you.
[Mr. Mellor’s statement may be found in the appendix.]
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
And to conclude the panel of witnesses, Mr. Hector Ricketts,

President, Queens Van Plan, Queens, NY.
Welcome.
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STATEMENT OF HECTOR RICKETTS, PRESIDENT AND CEO,
QUEENS VAN PLAN, QUEENS, NY

Mr. RICKETTS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and good morning to
the members of the panel.

My name is Hector Ricketts. I am the President and CEO of
Queens Van Plan, Inc., which is a commuter van service authorized
by the State of New York and the New York City Taxi and Lim-
ousine Commission. I also represent a group of companies under
the auspices of the Interbar Alliance for Community Transpor-
tation, which is an advocacy group speaking on behalf of men and
women who on a daily basis attempt to earn an honest living. We
do so under the cloud, while the barriers we face are similar to
those described by the previous speakers. Our main concern is the
barrier imposed by government—in this instance, the barrier im-
posed by the New York City Council.

For you to understand the daily problems of this industry, which
operates 360 authorized, fully-insured commuter vans in New York
City, by men and women who are licensed to do this job, I must
take you through the licensing process. Should I decide to expand
my business, and I attempted to do that in 1996, I must go through
a six-month review process. At the end of six months, if there is
no response from the government agencies, my application is
deemed denied.

I must submit an application, with support statements of pro-
spective customers. The Taxi and Limousine Commission must
then review my background to make sure that I have no criminal
records, that I am able to provide the service that I have described,
that there are residents who demand my service, that my vans will
be fully insured and inspected on a regular basis. The New York
City Department of Transportation must then do a needs study to
make sure that my service will not have a negative impact on mass
transit, which, by the way, is heavily subsidized, both public and
private bus services. After these reviews are done, if the rec-
ommendations are favorable, a group within the city council, the
transportation committee, then makes a final decision on whether
or not I should be granted a permit.

In my last attempt to apply for a new service, I was approved
by the Taxi and Limousine Commission and by the Department of
Transportation, regulatory bodies, but before my application got be-
fore the city council, the city council imposed a one-year moratoria.
This, in fact, killed my application.

I have again applied, and hopefully, in a few weeks my applica-
tion will again go before this body. I have no great expectation that
their positions have changed. My only crime is that I provide a
cost-effective, safe, reliable service. And because of that success, I
am deemed an outlaw. My service is not subsidized; I receive no
Federal grant, neither do the 300 other men and women who work
within this industry.

My recommendation to you today is to set the pace in eliminating
government-imposed barriers to folks who simply want to earn an
honest living in this country. I think regulations should be based
on safety issues and not on the fact that one seeks to compete and
compete successfully.

I thank you for this opportunity.
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Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
The Committee will now proceed to questions from the members.

We will go in the order of attendance.
I would like to begin with a question for Dr. Horton.
Dr. HORTON. Yes.
Chairman PITTS. Can you give the Subcommittee some examples

of success stories that the new youth entrepreneur curriculum has
produced?

Dr. HORTON. Yes, I certainly will be glad to.
I have had the fortunate experience providing specific entrepre-

neurial training to youth who reside in public housing across the
country. We were a part of a national demonstration model which
in Philadelphia, with the Philadelphia Housing Authority, and in
Los Angeles, provided training to 100 youth using our curriculum,
in which we actually taught these youth the mechanics of estab-
lishing their own businesses. Out of that, there were youth who,
after becoming skilled and proficient, secured small loans and de-
veloped their own businesses. This was specifically geared to youth
who had dropped out of high school, who were primarily between
the ages of 16 to 24.

At the other end of the spectrum, I have had the opportunity to
work with youth in Connecticut who were fifth-graders; many of
the youth came from monolinguistic homes and families in which
Spanish was the predominate language. We provided training to
the youth and their parents in entrepreneurial education. Again,
using the entrepreneurial curriculum, those youth who were in
fifth grade were able to become skilled, proficient. And it also as-
sisted them in improving their math and reading scores on State
tests. And those youth became small entrepreneurs within an edu-
cational environ.

We have also worked at the community-based level with church-
es, with local nonprofit organizations, in training staff to become
proficient in delivering entrepreneurial skills. In the Camden City
Public School System, we worked with the alternative high school
in Camden City, as well as with the middle school, in training
those youth to become young entrepreneurs.

One final point I want to make that I did not include in my testi-
mony was that, in addition to publishing the new youth entre-
preneurs curriculum, you also have a copy of our most recent publi-
cation which is ‘‘Making Money the Old-Fashioned Way,’’ a story of
Black entrepreneurship in America. And we use both this book as
well as our developed curriculum material in delivering entrepre-
neurial skills.

Chairman PITTS. Thank you, Dr. Horton.
Do you have a system of tracking the small businesses that the

entrepreneurs start? If you do that, how long do you track them?
Dr. HORTON. We do in the city of Camden track those youth who

take our entrepreneurial training.
The point that I do want to drive home, however, is this: that

our ultimate goal is not to measure the number of youth who end
up becoming entrepreneurs. We look at what we do and measure
from a kind of inverted cylinder, in which we want to provide as
many youth as necessary the opportunity to become skilled, pro-
ficient, because we don’t know how many youth may ultimately be-
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come entrepreneurs. So, over the long run, we want to make sure
that the skills are imparted. Because it may take an individual to
become 30 years old to draw back on the skills.

But, yes, we do have tracking information specifically as relates
to those youth in the city of Camden.

Chairman PITTS. Thank you.
I would like now to go to Mr. Ricketts and ask, would you please

describe the demand for your services in New York?
Mr. RICKETTS. Okay. The service we provide is within the outer

boroughs of New York City, in low-to moderate-income commu-
nities. Historically, these communities have been underserved by
mass transit. Today, mass transit has introduced a one-fare zone,
which means that the average rider travels upon a bus by paying
one fare and then would transfer to the subway system without
paying an additional fare. In spite of that, because of the inefficient
service within our community, thousands of people on a daily basis
demand to ride commuter vans—because they are reliable, they are
safe, they are efficient, and in many instances, they provide door-
to-door service, which is very valuable in a community that is often
plagued with violence.

Chairman PITTS. How much of an impact will there be on your
business if the New York City Council does not reauthorize your
license?

Mr. RICKETTS. This essentially will eliminate my business. My
business began in 1983 with the new law in effect. By the city
council, my business is only authorized for six years. Prior to this
new law, there was not a limit on my authority. At the end of six
years, I will have to now prove need and necessity. The mass tran-
sit has now attempted to flood the streets with buses and to pro-
vide a one-fare zone, in an attempt to derail my existence.

Chairman PITTS. Thank you.
The Chair would like to yield to the other members for some

questions here. The gentlelady from California.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Thank you so much, Mr. Chairman.
I have certainly appreciated the presentations by all of the per-

sons here this morning. Certainly, they have been insightful, a lot
of them repetitive to what we have heard numerous times on the
impediments to small businesses, and yet, we are still at this junc-
ture talking about it and we are not moving beyond that point.

Let me begin with Mr. Ricketts. I was quite moved by your pres-
entation, and certainly coming out of local government as one of
the vice mayors in the city 90,000 strong in California, I am con-
cerned about this business that you are trying to continue, or did
it begin with funding from the local level in 1983?

Mr. RICKETTS. There has never been any funding for this busi-
ness.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. I thought I heard that. I just want-
ed to make sure that was correct.

So what did you do to finance this business of yours, before you
attempted to get funding from the city?

Mr. RICKETTS. Well, I have never attempted to get funding from
the city. My problem is with regulations at the city level that deem
me as an outlaw. This business started as any mom-and-pop busi-
ness would. Because of the demand from local residents, it grew,
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to the point we are citywide. This concept of transportation pro-
vides service for some 60,000 people.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. And so, it is my view then, as I hear
this, that perhaps you were doing so good that they wanted to per-
haps impede your progress, by imposing types of regulations. That
would certainly do that. Am I correct on that?

Mr. RICKETTS. That is totally correct.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. And so, therefore, the six-months re-

view that you sought——
Mr. RICKETTS. Expand.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD [continuing]. For them, through this

process, and you are telling me that there is no response as to
whether they approved or disapproved. Are you suggesting this to
me?

Mr. RICKETTS. Under the local law, 115, if there is no response
from the licensing agency, my application is deemed denied.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. I mean that is just a common cour-
tesy that they should give you to tell you whether they have ap-
proved this six-month review or not.

Then you make the second attempt, and again they have put a
one-year moratorium?

Mr. RICKETTS. The one-year moratorium ended in October of
1998.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. But as you began to again attempt
to follow up on this inability to hear from them——

Mr. RICKETTS. I am now waiting.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD [continuing]. They imposed this mor-

atorium?
Mr. RICKETTS. No. The moratorium ended in 1998 of October.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Okay, fine.
Mr. RICKETTS. I then submitted a reapplication and I am now

waiting.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Okay, fine. All right. Well, I sure

hope that they do not impose another moratorium. I know what
that means, coming out of local government. It means that they are
trying to stagnate and absolutely circumvent your getting whatever
it is you are trying to get. I would like to have you, Mr. Ricketts,
talk to me about this litigation, this particular issue and situation,
that you are now asserting that the laws in question unconsti-
tutionally restrict your ability to earn a decent living and deny
residents access to adequate transportation. This is litigation. Are
you amenable to talk about this, or is this litigation that you can
not speak about? And perhaps, Mr. Mellor, can you comment on
this as well?

Mr. RICKETTS. I am represented by the Institute of Justice; the
President is Mr. Mellor. He is here. I think it is a question he could
best answer.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Okay, Mr. Mellor.
Mr. MELLOR. I would be delighted to answer that, Representative

Millender-McDonald. This is the lawsuit that we filed on behalf of
Hector Ricketts and a number of other commuter van operators, as
well as the Interborough Alliance for Community Transportation.
And it is designed to protect their right to economic liberty, and the
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service that they provide to the 60,000 people a day that Hector de-
scribed.

The claims are as follows: One, that the city council acted with-
out legal authority under the laws of New York State when it
passed a moratorium freezing all applications. Two, that the city
council does not have the authority that it has given itself to exer-
cise arbitrary and unilateral veto over every single application for
a new commuter van. Three, that the privileges or immunities
clause of the U.S. Constitution protects the rights to economic lib-
erty and that has been usurped by the laws affecting commuter
vans in this instance. The lawsuit is currently pending before the
Supreme Court of New York State, which happens to be the trial
court.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. What kind of court?
Mr. MELLOR. It is called the Supreme Court, but it is actually

the trial court level in New York State. The case has been fully
briefed and argued and is awaiting decision.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Question to you Mr. Mellor: Do you
think Congress should overturn State and local laws pertaining to
health and safety? And what is the proper line of demarcation be-
tween Federal, State, and local laws in this area? Thirdly, can Con-
gress constitutionally require State and local governments to dem-
onstrate a close and reasonable fit between any legitimate public
health or safety goal and the regulatory means government em-
ploys in this process?

Mr. MELLOR. I do not think it is the role, constitutionally or ap-
propriately, of Congress to overrule legitimate exercise of public
health and safety legislation at the local level. However, under the
14th Amendment, and specifically section 5 of the 14th Amend-
ment, which gives Congress authority to enforce the provisions of
that amendment, to the extent this Congress recognizes economic
liberty as a civil right, as I hope it will, it does have the authority
to require that those civil rights be protected at the local level, and
that arbitrary laws not be used to deny the exercise of that civil
right. In fact, we have one example right now, if I may just digress
for a moment to illustrate.

In southern California, in Federal Court there in southern Cali-
fornia, we represent a number of African hair-braiders, including
Joanne Cornwell, who is the chair of the Africana Studies Depart-
ment at San Diego State University. We have been joined in this
effort by the Urban League.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. I am familiar with that one in San
Diego.

Mr. MELLOR. Yes. In this instance, the laws of California im-
posed upon potential braiders, require that they attend cosmetology
school for 1,600 hours of training, which is almost entirely irrele-
vant to the art of African hair-braiding. And our argument there
is, again, the ends have to justify the means. This is really a bar-
rier to entry, totally unrelated to the occupation that is being pur-
sued, and that kind of law simply must not stand in the face of
constitutionality.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Interesting.
Mr. Chairman, I would like to think that these lights that are

going on and off will not pertain to this member, in that I do have
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questions that I need to raise that are very important and very
pertinent to our trying to deliberate and get down to the really core
of the issues here.

I would like to say to Mr. Ricketts, that you should seek CBDG
grants at the local level. Because those are really for and have been
used during the time I was on city council, serving in my capacity
for types of transportation, or, at least, I think proposition A
grants, or whatever grants that are deemed important through gas
taxes. Those should be the taxes that you should go after in terms
of getting grants and funding for your business. And good luck to
you.

All I can say to Sheila Brooks, you know I tell you, these glasses
I have to look at for reading, but I can’t see a thing if I am looking
out over.

Sheila Brooks, all I can say to you is just kudos. You gave an
outstanding presentation. I have worked with you numerous times.

Mr. Chairman, you might know that Sue Kelly and I convened
the first hearing of women-owned businesses to get down to the
crux of the impediments of women-owned businesses. Because we
do recognize that if we are going to move women and men from
welfare to work, this will be the conduit by which it happens. It
will be those 8 million women-owned businesses that we provide in
this country, but we also must make sure that they have access to
capital as well as the procurement contracts by the Federal Gov-
ernment. I do have a bill that I am introducing that will speak to
that as well.

So, Ms. Brooks, all I can say to you is thank you, continue to
work with us as we move the agenda for small businesses.

Ms. BROOKS. Thank you, Congresswoman.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Ms. Simpson, I appreciate your com-

ing, and certainly you had me thinking that maybe I should move
to South Carolina, given the climate that your talking about.
[Laughter.]

It certainly has the ambiance that you spoke of.
I am in agreement with you that we can talk about all of the

businesses that we create, develop, but when you have receipts of
$38,000, even the national level of $52,000, you are not going to
succeed nor are you going to survive, for heaven’s sake. Because of
the necessity of having some access to capital that will certainly
provide you the type of livelihood that you should have and also
the creation of jobs that should be done. I appreciate your saying
that to develop jobs would provide the jobs, add to the tax base,
and serve as role models to our children, albeit African-Americans,
Latinos, Asians, poor whites, or whatever we are talking about. We
are just talking about improving the quality of life for people in
small communities.

I wanted to ask you a question here. When you had this minority
participation task force, did it provide the type of incentives, the
types of programs, the types of interaction with the private sector
that you deemed important enough to drive small businesses to lev-
els of success?

Ms. SIMPSON. It did, in the sense that it provided, or it showed
that, the leadership of the community was concerned about the
problem.
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Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Leadership being that of elected offi-
cials and/or?

Ms. SIMPSON. Business leadership.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Okay, fine.
Ms. SIMPSON. The business leadership saw this as an important

issue at that time. Because these were high-profile large projects,
there was a real concern that at the end of the day that everyone
would feel postive about what had happened with these projects.
And the leadership decided that they would work closely with the
public bodies, and in the case of the BMW project, with the State,
to ensure that all efforts were being made to identify and use mi-
nority contractors.

Again, I have to go back to say that it had to be the leadership.
In many cases, the tone is set by the business leadership and the
governmental leadership of any community. So the tone had to be
set. And once the tone was set, many of the purchasing agents,
many of the people who worked for these businesses, knew that
this was a priority and they got on about the business of making
sure that we found minority contractors to work on these projects.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Let us see, you are saying the tone
is set by that of local or State-elected officials.

Ms. SIMPSON. And the business leaders.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. And so, that had to be tweaked

some?
Ms. SIMPSON. Yes.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. According to the complaints about

regulations, that usually means either two things: that the party
complaining does not agree with the legislature’s determination in
this area of the regulatory process, or that the agency has gone fur-
ther than the legislature intended for it to go in regulating a given
activity. Do you have an opinion on how frequently it is for the
former, or often the latter, in terms of the regulatory system?

Ms. SIMPSON. It has been my view, especially with regard to one
particular example, and I will cite that, in some cases, the regu-
latory agency may go a little bit too far. Let me give you an exam-
ple.

The Small Business Administration has a program for loans for
small businesses. In the past few years, the SBA amount that is
required from the lender has gone up tremendously, from the point
where, for a $700,000 project, the SBA fee may be as much as
$30,000. What normally happens, then, is that is passed on to the
borrower. And you are finding many lenders now who are saying
that this is a constraint to their being able to provide funding
through SBA to the borrowers. So, it was well-intended; the fee, I
am sure, had to be used to cover administrative costs. But when
you gradually increase the fee, what happens is that it adversely
affects the small or minority business owner.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Of course it does.
Do you think that the agencies generally are better or worse off

then the Federal agency, local and State?
Ms. Simpson I think in many cases the agencies—when you say,

‘‘agency,’’ you are talking about the businesses?
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Yes.
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Ms. SIMPSON. In many cases, unless there is a monitoring of the
situation, sometimes the business can be worse off. Oftentimes,
when a business receives a loan, they need all of the dollars; they
don’t need $30,000 to go towards SBA fees. So in many cases, they
are worse off.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Thank you so much.
And the last person is Dr. Stella Norton.
Dr. HORTON. Horton.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Dr. Horton. Well, they have ‘‘Norton

here,’’ and I know I am looking at my glasses right. Dr. Horton,
you stated that you have gone to public housing. Certainly, that is
my area in the Los Angeles part of my—in fact, some of the other
parts of my district. But Watts is one of the areas that I represent.

First of all, have you been there, and have the 100 youth whom
you have given this type of technical and skillful training been a
part of Los Angeles youth?

Dr. HORTON. Yes. The youth that we provided the entrepre-
neurial training to were the youth who lived in Los Angeles. Now
the housing authority’s staff were responsible for identifying the
youth who were the participants in the program. So, Congress-
woman, I cannot tell you exactly.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. I agree with you that you need an
organized, systematic way to teach entrepreneurship, but when we
teach this, and especially to our youth and they become skilled,
what means do you have and what track record can you tell me
that parlays from their skillful and learning ability to businesses
that will employee them, whereby that will then be utilized and
improved upon?

Dr. HORTON. Right. Let me begin by saying, in addition to pro-
viding the entrepreneurial skills, EDTEC also provides a revolving
loan fund. Because in order for youth to become an entrepreneur,
there must also be some capital available for that youth to draw
upon. Not to give, but to provide as a revolving load fund so that
that youth, once he or she becomes successful, can begin to put
back into that loan fund, and the free enterprise system in America
works not only with the adults, but also with the youth. And we
do have youth that we can demonstrate have been part of this
lending system, have actually borrowed, have started their busi-
nesses, and have in fact paid back. And I would cite——

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Let me just interrupt for just a sec-
ond, please, ma’am. Is this the ages between 16 and 24, we are
talking about?

Dr. HORTON. That is right.
And we have data that we can demonstrate youth as young as

14.
What we did in the mid-and late 1980’s, we used youth who were

in fact through what was then CETA, became JTPA. Rather than
put those youth to work and endorse the concept of cleaning up the
city street, we actually identified each summer between 40 and 60
youth in Camden, NJ, that we would provide classroom training in
entrepreneurship education. Those youth, 14, and we asked specifi-
cally, we went to the middle school, and we asked for youth be-
tween the ages of 14 and 15, because these were the youth that
were the hardest to place with JTPA. We provide those youth with
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a summer curriculum. We went to the universities and to the com-
munity colleges; they allowed us to use their classrooms and space.
Then we took those youth, aligned them with mentors. Then we
provided again a revolving loan fund for those youth, because those
youth who have gone through the JPTA training also received a
stipend. They then became partners in an entrepreneurial venture,
and we had youth vendors on the city streets of Camden. And
sometimes it took an older vendor to agree to allow the youth to
work with him or her in order to address the licensing and permit
requirements. And those youth were able to develop businesses,
such as purchasing school supplies.

And I do know a private school, in particular, that I am associ-
ated with, purchased their school supplies from a youth that had
been trained at EDTEC during the summer months. We also had
youth who would set up Italian ice water/pretzel businesses. Those
youth have continued. I have an example of the youth by the name
of David, who moved from the age of 14, when he came by to see
us, I guess, six or seven months ago, and David is now 29 years
old. David moved from selling water icee and pretzels to getting a
hotdog cart to now in Atlantic City he has his own fleet on the
boardwalk transporting youth.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. That is excellent.
I have just one more question, Mr. Chairman, and I certainly do

appreciate your indulgence.
This is my first time as a ranking member. I see that we are

going to work well with this chairman, who is very sensitive. But
I just want to raise one more question.

You know, summer youth program is really faltering and when
we see this, we are busy trying to, here in Congress, make sure
that we have money for summer school programs—or summer
youth program, I should say.

What has been your experience with regard to Federal efforts to
encourage more entrepreneurial training and exposure among our
young people? And what has been your means of Federal assist-
ance, given your web page talks a lot about your being involved in
HUD?

Dr. HORTON. Well, I am so glad to report that we have been able
to gain support for what is the Future Entrepreneurs Act. And we
feel that this legislation——

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Is this something that is going
through the pike now?

Dr. HORTON. Well, yes, it is. And this piece of legislation is spon-
sored by Representative Dennis J. Kucinich of Ohio. There are sev-
eral co-sponsors of this legislation, and they are, of course, bipar-
tisan supporters there. And what this bill will do is establish a na-
tional program to provide Federal resources to schools and local
agencies, to teach entrepreneurship skills to the junior high and
high school students. And it is, hopefully, going to be operated by
the Department of Education and funded at a cost of $60 million
per year. And we do have a summary of that bill attached to our
testimony.

So in response to the question, madam, what I would suggest is
a challenge for this Subcommittee may actually be for you to spon-
sor similar legislation. Because it is through these kinds of efforts
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that our youth will then become truly skilled in those entrepre-
neurial skills that are necessary. And that is part of our request
to you.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the lady for her excellent line

of questioning.
At this time, I recognize the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr.

DeMint.
Mr. DEMINT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I will ask the witnesses to work with me a minute, to maybe

solve what I think is one of the key problems in trying to come up
with some ideas that we could move forward. There have been
mentions, Ms. Simpson, of ideas like tax credits for private busi-
nesses that use minority contractors. We have talked about per-
haps set percentages or some way to encourage the Federal Gov-
ernment to use minority contractors. And I think this is something
that is important that we try to figure out how to make it work.

As you know, a lot of the debate on this is going be, should we
set aside some kind of quota? Or should we give tax credits just
based on race or gender? And the same at the Federal level, should
we give contracts just based on race or gender? I am particularly
sensitive to that myself, and as you know, people in business are
generally very resourceful or they would not be in business.

And when I first started my business and tried to get some State
and Federal contracts myself, I found that a lot of my male friends,
who had businesses that I was competing with, just simply put
their businesses in their wives’ name to get contracts. And it
worked very well. I never got any myself. My wife didn’t want to
have anything to do with it.

But, what I would like to consider with you is, are there different
criteria that would accomplish the same thing? As we have talked
about minority businesses, I think it is clear, particularly minority
start-up businesses, can be defined as small in size, small sales
numbers, as well as the length in business being a short period of
time.

Ms. Brooks, I would assume that your business is far enough
along that it may not need to have some special requirement in
order to get contracts, while it may be different for someone who
has just been in business a year or two. But my question is, could
we establish criteria for some of these ideas that were based on the
size of the company and the start-up status—meaning being in
business five years or less, $100,000 sales or less? That would help,
in addition to women-owned businesses, minority-owned busi-
nesses, would also help other, perhaps others that don’t have those
specific criteria, start too.

And if we could do that, I think these type of ideas could move
through quickly and I think would accomplish a lot of what we are
talking about for women and minority-owned businesses, but might
also help some other businesses in need that might not fit those
requirements. And I just wanted to hear some comments about dif-
ferent criteria that might be more acceptable to a broader range of
folks.

And Ms. Simpson, you may want to comment, and I would cer-
tainly like to hear from Ms. Brooks, too.
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Ms. SIMPSON. I think we can start with the premise that the
main goal here is to level the playing field; to make sure that,
when all is said and done, we can say that everything has hap-
pened in an equitable manner. As long as you have a situation in
which all small businesses have an annual income of $100,000 and
you look at minority businesses at $52,000, I think we can say that
the playing field is not level yet. And because of that, unless we
can come up with a better way—and I agree with you, there may
be some other option to use; I am not aware of one. Because the
numbers speak for themselves. If we look at the idea of disadvan-
taged businesses and define that, that might be another approach.

But until we can look at both sectors, the total small business
sector and the minority business sector, and see a coming together
of that average annual income, we are going to have to have special
projects and special efforts in order to make that happen, to level
the playing field. I guess what I am saying right now is that the
playing field is not level yet, and until we can come up with a bet-
ter measurement, it has to be minority-business-driven or dis-
advantaged-business-driven.

Mr. DEMINT. And how would you define disadvantaged? I mean,
I know I felt disadvantaged when I started, but you may not have
considered me that way. [Laughter.]

Ms. SIMPSON. There are varying ways to define disadvantaged. It
might very well be the average annual income of a company. It
might very well be the fact that it is a minority business. It might
very well be a company that has been in existence less than two
to three years. Right now I am not prepared to say what a defini-
tion should be. But I do think that those options need to be taken
into consideration and, yes, race does have a part in it.

Mr. DEMINT. I agree.
Ms. Brooks.
Ms. BROOKS. Thank you. Thank you, Ms. Simpson. I think you

really put in perspective some of the criteria that needs to happen.
But I must go back to the award process for Federal contracts.

And I think that is where this all begins. When we are talking
about procuring contracts for minority- and women-owned busi-
nesses—and I think that the criteria has to be begin there—when
there is a bidding process on contracts at a certain level, and I
mentioned in my testimony the $25,000 to $100,000 level, that
there has to be some kind of requirement or criteria whereby at
least a minority-owned business person and a woman-owned busi-
ness person is a part of that process.

When that does not happen, what happens is that contracts are
awarded to those companies that have been doing business with
those Federal Government agencies for years. Contracts are award-
ed to those companies whereby you have friends and colleagues
within those Federal Government agencies who ensure that you, as
a business person, get your fair share of the contracts. And that
leaves out minority- and women-owned businesses. I have seen it
happen, because it has happened to me.

Mr. DEMINT. Would we get part of that if we had a requirement
for certain number of businesses that have been in business for less
than five or three years? Certainly, that would get part of that
problem, wouldn’t it, of just picking your old friends?
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Ms. SIMPSON. I think we would then be operating under the un-
derstanding or the feeling that, if you have been in business more
than five years, you are no longer disadvantaged. That is not the
case—that is not the case. In many cases, you have struggling busi-
nesses that have been in business 5, 10, 15 years. So, I don’t know
if we can use that as an option.

I do agree that in many cases, if you look at the companies that
have received contracts, there are normally the same companies
over and over again. It is very difficult to get through this whole
maze called Federal contracting. That is done—even if you do it at
the local level, you find some of the same companies again and
again and again. So, I am not quite sure that we can put a time
limit on the history of the company as a ‘‘disadvantaged’’ definition.
It goes beyond that.

I am not so sure in many cases it can be legislated other than
through regulations to those who make the decision. You can de-
velop a law, but it really boils down to how people interpret the
laws and whether or not there is that sensitivity there and their
commitment to open the playing field or level the playing field. So
it goes just beyond the laws themselves. And that is why I continue
to say, you have got to make some changes nationally, but also lo-
cally.

Mr. DEMINT. I agree with you to make some changes, something
that would move us in the right direction. And I think the problem
we have is I don’t think we are going to sell quotas to the Congress
for Federal contracts; I may be wrong.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. It is unconstitutional, anyway, so
you can’t do that.

Mr. DEMINT. So, what can we legislate or what should we legis-
late? I know a part of it you mentioned, Ms. Simpson, is certainly
the local business voluntary efforts to make this thing work.

And what we are looking for here today is, is there a role for the
Federal Government and are there some things we can do that are
not discriminatory, that are not unconstitutional, that could im-
prove the situation?

Ms. SIMPSON. The major recommendation I would have along
those lines, again, goes back to providing incentives to do the right
thing. And I think that is as simply as I can state it. We need to
provide those incentives to those Federal contractors to stop doing
business as usual and to look beyond the traditional ways of pur-
chasing and to be creative and to offer advantages to them to do
that.

Mr. DEMINT. Okay. Great. Thank you.
Ms. BROOKS. And I might add that those people that Ms. Simp-

son is talking about are your contractors, are your contracting offi-
cers, not your small and disadvantaged business utilization rep-
resentatives, not your obstacles, not any of the other intermediaries
that are within the Federal Government agencies. But it is those
contracting officers who are awarding the contracts.

Mr. DEMINT. Agreed. Thank you.
Thank you. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
I don’t know if you are familiar with the American Community

Renewal Act, but that is legislation that has been put in primarily
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by J. C. Watts and James Talent. I think that it provides capital
gains tax relief. It increased its expensing wage credits, brownfields
relief, and tax and regulatory relief to economically-distressed com-
munities that are defined in this act. You might want to explore
that to see if that would be helpful to you.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Kansas, Mr.
Moore.

Mr. MOORE. I don’t have any questions, Mr. Chair.
Chairman PITTS. All right. Thank you.
Ms. Simpson, aside from tax credits that you advocated in your—

oh, I am sorry.
Ms. TUBBS-JONES. I am Stephanie Tubbs-Jones. I would like to

be heard, please.
Chairman PITTS. The Chair recognizes the lady.
Ms. TUBBS-JONES. I don’t believe we have ever met, sir. So that

is a dilemma we have here. Let me introduce myself. [Laughter.]
Thank you, Mr. Chair.
And, ladies and gentlemen, I apologize, I am going to be briefer

than I would have liked to have been because I have another com-
mitment. That is what coming to Congress seems to bring to you.
And as a new Member of Congress, I am struggling to try to do
all the things they want you to do within the same hour.

But I will, first of all, say thank you very much for your testi-
mony this morning. I am a new Member from Cleveland, OH. I am
the successor to Congressman Louis Stokes, who is very much an
advocate for minority businesses. For the record, I want to be
heard in saying that I struggle, having been EEO officer for the
Northeast Ohio Regional Sewer District back in the 1970’s, having
been both a judge and prosecutor prior to coming to Congress, with
the concept that some of us can’t get to, that there is a continual
need to deal with past abuses of discrimination in the economic
business development area in our country. We all recognize that we
have a Supreme Court who has made a decision that minority set-
aside programs have some problems, but the reality is that, as a
Nation, we still struggle to provide equal access and opportunity
for economic development in our country.

I believe, before I ask you a few questions, that what it is going
to take is a President, a Vice President, and a Congress, be they
Democrat or Republican, that will open their eyes to discrimination
in our country; that will set the standard and say morally it is ap-
propriate for African-Americans and Latinos and other economi-
cally-disadvantaged people to have an opportunity to have a piece
of pie that we all enjoy, and that we must provide incentives to do
so.

I also want to say, Ms. Brooks, you are the young woman who
just received an award from SBA this year in the last month or so
for the work you have done in your business. I want to just put
that in our record and congratulate you again.

Ms. BROOKS. Thank you, Congresswoman.
Ms. TUBBS-JONES. Let me start with Dr. Horton. With the pro-

gram you have for educating young people. How is EDTEC funded?
Dr. HORTON. EDTEC is, first of all, a for-profit minority enter-

prise, and at this time, if I may yield, the partners are here, if I
could ask them to please articulate——
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Chairman PITTS. Would you please identify yourselves as you
speak, please?

Mr. WATERS. My name is George Waters.
Mr. BOCAGE. Aaron Bocage.
Mr. WATERS. We do all of our work through contracts with cities

and local government, State government and Federal Government.
We have several contracts with HUD where we do economic devel-
opment entrepreneurship training. We have also done some train-
ing in Cleveland and Lakeview, and a very successful youth entre-
preneurship program.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. Lakeview Terrace. At CMHA. Okay.
Mr. WATERS. We worked there for years. We have a long track

record working there with the local HUD office, Rita Robinson and
others.

Basically, since 1985, Aaron and I have been on this mission to
push for universal entrepreneurship education.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. What would open additional doors for you to
be able to do increase your mission or meet your mission?

Mr. WATERS. I think for years we have struggled trying to con-
vince different groups the importance of this. I think it is now time
to start institutionalizing some of these concepts so that all kids
can be exposed. That is why we are looking at working with legisla-
tors around making sure that, within schools and outside of
schools, all young people have an opportunity to be exposed. Be-
cause, in our 15 or 16 years, we have not been able to predict who
is going to be successful, but we think the best solution to that is
to expose as many and train as many as possible.

And we thank you for the opportunity just to be here today to
speak, because 15 years ago we could not get anyone to listen to
us.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. Understood.
Ms. TAYLOR. If I may, my name is Pam Taylor, and I am in the

Washington office of EDTEC. We, just last May, opened a Wash-
ington office because of this great need to get the legislation mov-
ing. And I wanted to tell the Committee that the Future Entre-
preneurs Act of America was introduced in the 105th Congress. It
had not been reintroduced, and we could use your help.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. The chairman and I have already begun to
talk about it.

Ms. TAYLOR. Thank you very much. I just wanted to say that and
get it on record.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. For the record, I want to make one additional
commentary. The other thing that just scares me to death is the
fact that our Congress and our Nation has failed to recognize the
reason women businesses have been so successful is because of af-
firmative action programs and setaside programs. And all they did
is to look at the advantage it has given to women businesses to see
what advantage it would give to minority businesses. And instead
of being afraid of they are missing out on, it is being happy about
the success that others in the community are enjoying, as a result
of these various programs.

I want to go back real quickly to Ms. Brooks. We were discussing
the other day in a CBC meeting some issues with regard to access
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for businesses such as yours, and two opportunities in the Federal
sector in communications and advertising, transportation, et cetera.

Can you, for a moment, just suggest some of the blocks that have
been put in your way in terms as minority business in communica-
tions?

Ms. BROOKS. In the communications area specifically, I think one
of the problems has been the regulations, the size standards. For
example, in the video production area, the size standard is $21.5
million, which is extremely high for a small business, particularly
in television and video production. The largest production company
in this area in the last year, which is in Washington, DC, happens
to be one of the fastest-growing areas like New York and Cali-
fornia, only had revenues of a little more than $10 million. It is
very tough to compete with the size standards in the FAR so high.

One of the other things, particularly in the communications area,
is that we face marketing, advertising, video production, the com-
petition from the big boys, as you speak. The large publication rela-
tions and advertising companies whose mission is to have long-
term media campaigns, and a part of that, a small part of that in-
cludes the job that we do. So we are cut out of those contracts. Be-
cause your Young and Rubicam, your larger advertising and public
relations firms out of New York, Chicago, California, can certainly
ably compete for those larger multimedia campaigns which close
out some of us smaller companies. And with the bundling of con-
tracts, it does not help at all.

And I just want to say for the record, for the gentleman particu-
larly who left, yes, I have been in business nine years in June. Yes,
I am an 8(a) company. Yes, I am a minority-owned and woman-
owned firm. But in four years in the 8(a) program, I have had one
small $70,000 contract. I have worked the Federal Government
from the competitive end. More than 70 percent of my business is
Federal contracts. And I won those contracts successfully competi-
tively, not just from the setasides. And I want to make mentioned
of that because I think it is important. Because what it says is that
if minority- and women-owned businesses were given an oppor-
tunity, we could excel even more. In the last six months, that has
more than quadrupled, but it has taken a lot of hard work.

Ms. TUBBS-JONES. Mr. Chairman, my last question: Mr. Ricketts,
I don’t know if you saw the young boy that was seated here with
his dad that came in with me. He is a businessman out of Cleve-
land, Ohio, and he wrote me this note, and I wanted to read it in
the record to you.

He said, ‘‘Congresswoman Jones, this kind of thing is not just a
New York City issue. Cleveland artificially and severely restricts
the number of taxis in the city. The licensing requires a limited
number of cabs replacing old ones, et cetera. How many entre-
preneurs, many of whom would be minority, are kept from being
one-person cab companies? What if a restaurant owner or lawyer
needed a special permission just to open up? Safety permitting is
fine, but these laws shelter the existing cab companies and public
transportation from competition, and thereby, stifles minority en-
trepreneurship.’’

I figured that you would share those words. But not that it
makes it any better for you in New York City, that it is happening
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in Cleveland, but just for the record that someone was here. And
I didn’t put his name in the record because he didn’t give me per-
mission to do so—only because of that.

What I want to close with is to encourage you to stay vigilant.
You know, one of the dilemmas that we face in our struggle is that
people forget the struggle is constant, and that we have to continue
to be vigilant in our efforts to assure that minority businesses have
an opportunity to be successful in this country.

As I said, I am new to Congress, and I am so pleased to have
an opportunity to serve on Small Business as well as Banking. And
it is my goal to attempt to assist minority in my service in Banking
and Small Business.

I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. I thank you for this
opportunity, and it is not that I don’t think you are important, but
I have got one more place to go. So I am going to excuse myself.

Mr. Chairman, thank you so very much for this opportunity.
Chairman PITTS. The Chair thanks the lady.
Are there any other questions from the members?
[No response.]
If not, the committee thanks the panel of witnesses for the excel-

lent testimony we received this morning. We thank you for the rec-
ommendations.

The Chair will hold the record open for five legislative days for
any additional information that you may submit. You have given
us a lot of information and we will take your recommendations
under advisement.

The Chair yields to the ranking member.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Just to say thank you again for such

an important hearing and such outstanding witnesses. And thank
you for your sensitivity for our long-winded questions.

Chairman PITTS. That is perfectly all right.
One closing comment.
Ms. MELLOR. Just a quick comment. I apologize for the little flur-

ry of activity here; I was handed a note by the staff earlier. A call
from our office came in saying that we just won the lawsuit up in
New York City on behalf of the commuter van operators.

[Applause.]
Chairman PITTS. Congratulations. Good way to end the hearing.
Thank you very much. This hearing stands adjourned.
[Whereupon, at 11:45 a.m., the Subcommittee was adjourned.]
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